JO                                                            THE PROBLEM OF AUTHORITY
and can act as representatives of the Gemeinde, and are called upon
in the existing conditions to take upon themselves the duties of
'emergency bishops3.1 But this view is in essentials the same as
that which underlies the an den christlichen Adel9 and to it Luther
remained faithful. But events were too strong for him., and in due
course, contrary to his deepest convictions on the subject, the
Landeshemn emerged as regulators of the Church,, not as Christians
and representatives of the Gemeinden, but simply in virtue of their
position as Landesherren. This view is not dissimilar to Hermelink's,
although its final conclusion is different.2
The most important result of this controversy is that it has
brought to light a number of opposing tendencies in the mind of
Luther and revealed a real uncertainty in his thought. It will,
even if it is continued, never be brought to a final conclusion, for
the reason that it is impossible to arrange all Luther's conflicting
tendencies into a coherent system. Yet he would have claimed of
each of them that it was derived from the Word of God. This
shows clearly enough that though in principle Luther held that the
Church should be regulated by the Word of God, yet the actual
obscurity of the Word, even to Luther's own mind, caused the
principle to remain abstract. But this fact, even if known to
Luther, did not cause him to alter in the least respect his views on
the subject of the predominance of the Word. To him, both the
first Gemeinden of the Reformation and the eventual Landeskirchen
were ordained and instituted by the Word.
The Word of God is supreme and demands complete submission
in affairs of State also. Each member of the government and the
government as a whole ought to be subservient to it; every sub-
ject of the government must order his relation to the government
in accordance with the commands of the Word. There is no trace
in Luther of the modern view, or of the beginning of a transition
towards the modern view, that the State is autonomous, pos-
sessing authority over its subjects in virtue of the function which it
performs, subject to no interference or supervision except from
those whose interests it claims to preserve and further; he would
have regarded with horror the smallest move in the direction of
secularizing the State or any of its functions. The State, according
1 Noibischofe.
2 See also (though it has not been possible to consult these authorities) W. Kohler
mDffutsche^eitschnftfurKtrchenrecht (1906)5 pp. 211 sqq.; A. Schultze, Stadtgemeinde und
Reformation (1918); Meinecke, 'Luther iiber christliches Gemeinwesm und christlichen Staaf
in Histori&he Zeitschrift, Bd. 121, pp. i sqq. The question has regained importance in
recent German Church conflicts.